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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claim 23, 25, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Bensimon (US Patent Publication No. 20040142656). 

3. As to claim 23, Bensimon teaches a wireless communication unit (fig 1 , #1 1 1 ) 
comprising: 

a receiver section for receiving messages over-the-air in a stream (fig 1 , #1 15) 
having a parameter that allows for identification of a Content Provider that originated the 
messages and for identification of a content of the message (pg 3, pp 0047, lines 4-8) 
a communication interface adapted to connect to an external device (fig 1 , #1 15) and a 
processor (fig 1 , #1 12) operably coupled to said receiver section and to said 
communication interface for processing said message, the wireless communication unit 
characterized by a scanning function to detect and extract an instruction accompanying 
said message and to transfer said instruction to the processor(fig 1 , #1 12: The 
microprocessor scans, extracts and processes the message and instruction). 
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4. As to claim 25, Bensimon further teaches memory is built-in in the wireless 
communication unit (fig 1, #114) 

5. As to claim 26, Bensimon further teaches a Man Machine Interface wherein said 
processor upon processing of said instruction, is adapted to render said message on 
said MMI (pg 3, pp 0040, lines 4-7). 

6. As to claim 27, the recitation of the interface being "adapted to connect. . ." has 
not been given significant patentable weight, since this "adapted to" phrase does not 
further limit the claim to any particular structure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-6, 9,10,12,17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over (Chiu) US Patent Publication No. 20030088633 in view of 
(Bensimon) US Patent Publication No. 20040142656. 

9. As to claim 1 , Chiu teaches, a method of remote control of a wireless 
communication unit operating in a communications network (Abstract, lines 1-4), 
delivering said message and said instruction to said wireless communication unit, 
said wireless communication unit processing the instruction (abstract, lines 6-15: 
instructions can be referred to as control information). 
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10. Chiu does not teach a Content Provider creating a message in a stream having a 
parameter that allows for identification of the Content Provider and for identification of a 
content of_the message to be delivered to said wireless communication unit, said 
Content Provider creating at least one instruction for said wireless communication unit. 
Bensimon teaches multimedia content comprising identifier for the partner (Creates the 
message, therefore can be considered a content provider) sending message and the 
message containing an identifier (pg 3, pp 0047, lines 4-8). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to modify the 
prior art teaching of Chiu with the teachings of Bensimon to enable the identification to 
the end user of both the content and the origin of the message. 

11. As to claim 2, Chiu teaches that said instruction is contained in at least one 
predefined field of a protocol used for delivering said message (Pg 5, PP 0041 , lines 9- 
20). 

12. As to claim 3-5, Chiu teaches instruction is embedded in said message using a 
Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions (MIME) method (pg 6, pp 0051 lines 1-5). 

1 3. As per claim 6, Chiu lacks that the instruction identifies a parameter that allows 
for identification of the Content Provider and for Identification of the content of the 
message and an action to be executed. However this is taught by Bensimon (pg 3, pp 
0047, lines 4-16), and use thereof in Chiu's method would have been obvious for the 
reasons given above. 

14. As to claim 9, Bensimon further teaches step of rendering at least one element of 
a Man Machine Interface of said wireless communication unit is replaced with a second 
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element and said second element is delivered with said message (pg 3, pp 0040, lines 
4-7), and use thereof in Chiu's method would have been obvious for the reasons given 
above. 

15. As to claim 10, Bensimon is further characterized by a Multimedia Message 
Service Center (MMSC), (fig 1, #101), processing said instruction before delivering said 
message and said instruction to the wireless communication unit (pg 4, pp 0049, lines 
1-5), and use thereof in Chiu's method would have been obvious for the reasons given 
above. 

16. As to claim 12, Bensimon further teaches a step of authentication and 
authorization of the Content Provider (pg 4, pp 0049, lines 6-12), and use thereof in 
Chiu's method would have been obvious for the reasons given above. 

17. As to claim 17, Bensimon further teaches message is a Multimedia Message 
Service (MMS) message (pg 2, pp 0036, lines 9-12), and use thereof in Chiu's method 
would have been obvious for the reasons given above. 

18. As to claim 18, Bensimon further teaches instruction is contained in two 
predefined fields of said MMS message wherein a first field indicates the stream and a 
second field indicates an action (pg 3, pp 0047, lines 9-16), and use thereof in Chiu's 
method would have been obvious for the reasons given above. 

1 9. Claims 7,8,11, and 1 3-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over (Chiu) US Patent Publication No. 20030088633 in view of 
(Bensimon) US Patent Publication No. 20040142656 and further in viewof (Ogilvie) US 
Patent Publication No 20020026487. 



Application/Control Number: 10/596,469 Page 6 

Art Unit: 4163 

20. As to claim 7 and 1 1 , Chiu and Bensimon teach the limitations as discussed in 
claim 1 and 6 above, but fails to teach erasing from memory of said wireless 
communication unit. (Ogilvie) teaches deleting the messages at the recipient's location 
(communication unit) before or after being displayed (abs, lines 6-12). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was made to 
modify the prior art teaching of Chiu and Bensimon in view of Ogllvie to achieve an 
adequate communication system that allows the deletion of contents from the terminal. 

21 . As to claim 8, Ogilvie further teaches the action comprises rendering of said 
message on said wireless communication unit (abs, line 9-13) and use thereof In Chiu 
and Benslmon's method would have been obvious for the reasons given above. 

22. As to claim 13-16, Chiu and Bensimon teach the limitations as discussed in claim 
1 , but fails to teach the method of retrieving said message and said instruction 
automatically, manually, and/or prompt by the user. 

23. Ogilvie teaches message can be removed automatically and manually If the user 
decides to override the instruction (abs line 4-16 and pg 3-4, pp 0033-0044). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time the invention was 
made to modify the prior art teaching of Chiu and Bensimon In view of Ogilvie to 
achieve an adequate communication system that allows the selective ability to delete 
contents from the terminal with or without the recipient's effort. 

24. Claims 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
(Bensimon) US Patent Publication No. 20040142656 in view of (Ogilvie) US Patent 
Publication No 20020026487. 
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25. As to claim 24, Bensimon furtlner teaches said processor upon processing said 
instruction (pg 3, pp 0042, lines 3-5). Bensimon fails to teach erasing from a memory of 
said wireless communication unit previous messages from the Content Provider. Ogilvie 
teaches automatically deleting messages from the terminal before or after being 
displayed (abs, lines 9-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at time the invention was made to modify the prior art teaching of Bensimon and 
Ogilvie to achieve an adequate communication system that allows the deletion of 
contents from the terminal. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OMONIYI A. OBAYANJU whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5885. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 7:30 - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Robinson can be reached on 571-272-2319. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

10. A. O./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 4163 



/Mark A. Robinson/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4163 



